[B] And should we not take account of the possibility the the innards 
were perforated [and the beast not valid]? 


[C] The assumption concerning the innards is that they are valid. 


[II:1 A] Jt has been taught [re M. 3:3D-E]: But he may bring the beast along 
with its hide, [even though the hide will not be eaten]. 


[B] What does he do? 


[C] He leaves a limb on the beast and brings the hide along with the 
limb. 


3:4 
[A] A firstling that fell into a pit — 


[B] R. Judah says, “Let an expert climb down and examine it. If it bears a 
blemish, let one bring it up and slaughter it [on the festival]. And 
if not, he should not slaughter it.” 


[C] R. Simeon says, “Any [firstling] the blemish of which has not been 


discerned while it is still day [before the festival] — this is not 
[deemed to be] in the category of that which is ready [for festival 
use]. 


{1:1 A] The opinions assigned to R. Judah are at variance with one another, 
for we have learned there: 


[B] [They may chop up a carcass for dogs.] R. Judah says, “If it was not 
already dead while it was still day, it is forbidden to do so, since it 
would not then belong to what was ready in advance for use on the 
Sabbath [M. Shab. 24:4].” [Judah’s position there is equivalent to 
Simeon’s position here, M. 3:4C.] 


[C] And here has he said this? 


[D] R. Judah is consistent with his position elsewhere, for R. Judah has said, 
“The requirement that a decision be made by an expert is not of the 
status of the law of the Torah. [Hence, when the firstling fell into the 
pit, the man was already wondering whether or not it might be 
blemished so that he might slaughter and utilize it. He realized prior to 
the festival that it was blemished. He needed no expert to advise him. 
Hence the issue of advance designation is not a problem. ]” 


[E] R. Huna in the name of R. Abba, “The passage before us indeed follows 
the view of R. Judah. For R. Judah treats the examination of a firstling 
as equivalent to the examination of a terefah beast. 


